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tax system that will unleash the tre-
mendous pent-up potential of this
country’s greatest resource, its people,
and get rid of the IRS.
f

IMMIGRATION POLICY SHOULD
PROTECT OUR LIBERTIES

(Mr. JACKSON of Illinois asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to express my deep con-
cern over the serious implications of
the Immigration Act of 1995. We must
all be concerned that the steps that are
taken to address legal and undocu-
mented immigration are reflective of
the civil liberties and protections im-
plicit in our democratic system of gov-
ernment and treasured by all Ameri-
cans. As a native Chicagoan, I have
personally witnessed the immense con-
tributions that immigrants from immi-
grants from Ireland, Eastern Europe,
Central and South America, and Africa
have made to enrich our social fabric
and economic vitality.

Unfortunately, today we are faced
with a measure that unfairly capital-
izes on public fears about illegal immi-
gration in order to reduce the number
of people who join our society, driving
a wedge between those U.S. citizens
who merely seek to be reunited with
their family members. Attempting to
resolve both legal and illegal immigra-
tion policies simultaneously serves
only to convolute these issues of sig-
nificant social import. For these rea-
sons, Congress should instead pursue
separate consideration of legal and un-
documented immigration as has been
recommended by many of our col-
leagues in this and the other body.

I am equally concerned about draco-
nian attempts to deny education to un-
documented children. The Supreme
Court, in Plyler versus Doe held that
children born on U.S. soil are entitled
to 14th amendment protections. By
barring children from the classroom,
we will not only be preventing a life-
time of potential, but also, we will be
working to deny them equal protection
under the law. Punishing children on
the basis of their parent’s immigration
status is not only unfair and mean-
spirited, but its effects will no doubt
negatively reverberate throughout our
communities.

Mr. Speaker, I am likewise concerned
about the so-called employee verifica-
tion system which has been proffered
as a means to enhance employment en-
forcement. As the representative from
the Second Congressional District of Il-
linois, I am honored to represent the
24,342 foreign-born individuals who re-
side in my district. The possibility that
these citizens may be selected for the
pilot program frightens me because
such a system would not only fail in
protecting worker’s rights but would in
all likelihood lead to unauthorized uses
of this database, posing new dangers to
civil liberties for people who look for-

eign, thereby encouraging discrimina-
tory and unconstitutional behavior.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge my col-
leagues to review these and other is-
sues with care as we consider the fu-
ture implications of this bill. As we
today appreciate the richness of our so-
cial fabric we must likewise think of
our legacy. Mr. Speaker, I urge us not
to turn our backs on the many peoples
which contribute to our cultural
wealth, and for this reason will today
oppose H.R. 2202 as it is drafted.

Let us extend the invitation to an-
other generation. Give me your tired,
your poor, your huddled masses who
yearn to breathe free.
f

BOOST DOMESTIC PRODUCTION OF
FUEL

(Mr. LARGENT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LARGENT. Mr. Speaker, 5 years
have passed since American troops
were sent to the Persian Gulf to fight a
war that former Secretary of State
Lawrence Eagleburger now calls ‘‘a
classic example of the danger we face
because we are so dependent on foreign
oil.’’

Last year the United States imported
over 50 percent of its crude oil—more
than ever before—while domestic pro-
duction fell to a 40-year low. Since the
1980’s, we’ve lost one-half million high-
skilled, high-wage oil related jobs.

According to the Department of En-
ergy’s Acting Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary—that within a decade the U.S.
will import nearly 60 percent of its oil.
He added that our trade deficit in oil is
expected to double to nearly $100 bil-
lion by that time.

We need to stimulate domestic oil
and gas production by lifting Govern-
ment regulations that provide no bene-
fit to the environment but cost jobs
and make industries less competitive.
U.S. producers, are capable of develop-
ing untapped resources while protect-
ing the environment if given the oppor-
tunity. We also need to develop tax in-
centives that stimulate domestic pro-
duction.

Boosting domestic production will
lead to a win-win situation—job cre-
ation and increased national security.
f
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EDUCATION MUST BE OUR TOP
PRIORITY

(Ms. SLAUGHTER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to join my colleagues in express-
ing our concern at the continued ma-
jority attacks on education. Education
comprises a mere 2 percent of our en-
tire budget, yet the new majority has
disproportionately targeted it for dras-
tic cuts.

Without a doubt, education is the
most important investment we can
make in the future of our nation. Even
with a balanced budget, our country
cannot grow and prosper without an
educated populace.

The current Republican proposals
would cut more than $3 billion in edu-
cation, $300 million in education fund-
ing for New York State alone. In addi-
tion to facing these huge cuts, our
schools are currently trying to piece
together their budgets for next year—
and are being forced to estimate their
funding because of the budget stale-
mate here in Washington. We need to
pass a long-term spending measure to
ensure that education is protected.

Balancing our budget forces us to
make a list of our priorities. Our future
is at risk. Education must be at the top
of that list.
f

‘‘MR. CLINTON’S DISAPPEARING
TAX CUT’’

(Mrs. SEASTRAND asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. SEASTRAND. Mr. Speaker, this
morning’s Washington Times ran a
lead editorial entitled ‘‘Mr. Clinton’s
Disappearing Tax Cut.’’

What an appropriate title, Mr.
Speaker.

Let me quote the Times:
For all the righteous rhetoric emanating

from the White House deploring the squeeze
on middle-class family incomes. President
Clinton proved once again yesterday that he
would rather spend middle-class taxpayers’
money than refund it. That is the essential
lesson to be gleaned from the 2,196 pages of
the fiscal 1997 budget.

Mr. Speaker, when all is said and
done, President Clinton is more wor-
ried about Washington bureaucracy
and Washington spending than he is
about the middle class taxpayer. The
President has spent the last 31⁄2 years
breaking every campaign promise he
ever made. And his new budget just
proves that he is not serious about cut-
ting taxes. What tax cut he does offer
is temporary—but his tax increases are
permanent.

The Times is right. President Clinton
would rather spend money than cut
taxes.
f

EDUCATION BUDGET CUTS IN TRIO
PROGRAMS

(Mr. ROMERO-BARCELO asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. ROMERO-BARCELO. Mr. Speak-
er, once again, some political leaders
are trying to take away money needed
for education. Republican Members of
the House recently issued a list of Fed-
eral education programs which they
say do not work.

The truth is that a majority of the
programs they are talking about do not
even have anything to do with educat-
ing children. Yet to justify the largest
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